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| The Folly of Opposing Na ture! 
Reaſon % the Doctrine of the 
TRINITY. 


— 


Preach'd before the 
Iniver ſity of OXFORD, 
| CATMSE MART, 
On Sunday, December the 3oth 1722. 
By GEORGE CONINGESBY, M.A. 
| of St. Mary-Hall in OXFORD. 
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| | — Not willing.-to take any thing upon truſt, and to believe it 
| | without asking my ſelf why; - but moſt apt and moſt willing to 
be led by Reaſon to any way or from it; and always ſubmitting 
| | ll other Reaſons to this One, God hath ſaid ſo, therefore it is 
True. Nor yet was I ſo unreaſonable as to expect Mathematical 
Demonſtration in Matters plainly incapable of them, ſuch as are 
| [70 beBelieved, and, if we ſpeak properly, cannot be known, 

I Chillingworth--Pref. to the Aut hor of Charity maintain'd &c. 
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This Diſcourſe is humbly Dedi- 
cated, as a Teſtimony of the 
High Eſteem the Author has 
for the Approved Integrity, and 
the many Excellent Qualities of 
that truly Worthy Perſon. 
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The Polly of Oppo ing Natural 
| Reaſon 70 the Doctrine of the 


TRINITY. 


— 


E E R M ON 


Preach'd before the 


l of OXFORD. 


_ 


8 


ma 


1 [Romans 1. . 
; Profeſſing themſelves to be Wiſe 
| they became Fools. 


HERE is not any Paſſion of 
the Mind that diſcovers it 
© = Afelf more univerſally in 

Mankind, than the Deſire of being 
thought Wiſe: which I think is ſo 
far from being à Criminal Paſſion 
| (whatever may have been the O- 
5 E pinion 
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pinion of ſome Melancholy Wri- 
ters) that were 1t, as the other 
Paſſions ought to be, reſtrain'd 
under due regulation, it would 


prove of the greateſt Service to 


human Life, as an Incitement to 


_ quicken our Faculties, and prevent 


them from contracting a Ruſt 
through Indolence and Supineneſs: 
So natural is it to conclude, that 
the molt certain way to be Hough. 
Wiſe, 1s, to endeavour to be ſo. 
It is not therefore owing to this 
Paſſion in it ſelf, but to the irre- 
gular Conduct of it, that the Me- 
thods Men often purſue as the ſu- 
reſt to convince the World of their 
Wiſdom, are the ſureſt to betray 
the Want of it. 


When Men are violently hur- 


ried on with an impatient cager- 
neſs of proclaiming the Superiority 
of their own Reaſon, they are al- 
ways labouring to exert it to the 
en ſtretch of its Capacity, not 
con- 


SS SW 


"Reaſon to the TRINITI. 7 


conſidering how nice and critical 
a Point it 1s to carry Things juſt 
as far as they will poſſibly bear, 
without over - acting, and breaking 
through their limits. For the 
Line of Human Underſtanding 
hath its determined Force and 
Length, which weak and ſhort as 
it confeſſedly is, will very well an- 


ſwer the great End for which it 
was meaſured out to us, provided 


we can be content to keep within 
its due extent: But if to ſhew its 
uncommon ſtrength and reach, we 
muſt needs be ſtraining it beyond 


its natural Bounds, we run the 


greateſt hazard of ſnapping it a- 


ſunder, 25 a thread of T owe when 
it toucheth the fire. And then all 


our labour to diſplay the boaſted 


force and com paſs of our Rational 


Powers, will only ſerve to demon- 
ſtrate how weak and narrow they 
are. For the more our Reaſoning 


is elaborately drawn out into a de- 
EIT „ 
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licate Refinedneſs and a curious 
Subtilty, the leſs has it of Solidi- 
ty; and the farther we force it be- 
yond the Objects that naturally 
fall under its power and cogni- 
zance, the more is it encompals'd 
with Darkneſs, Error, and Igno- 
rance. Hence we may obſerve, 
that every ſtep towards Folly is a 
Violence offer'd to our Nature; 
that Good Senſe is not the leſs ſo 
for being obvious, eaſy, and natu- 
ral; and with what Indulgence 
the Laws of our Being are framed, 
that we muſt be forced to be at 
more pains to become Fools, than 
would be required to eſtabliſh the 

juſteſt Reputation for Wiſdom. 
Thus is it by Hretching them. 
ſelues beyond their Meaſure, either 
by an Affectation of appearing 
Wiſer than others, or than is con- 
fiſtent with the preſent Condition 
of Human Nature, that it comes 
to W puts that ſo many Men of Ge- 
nius 
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nius and Learning have miſcar- 
ried in their Purſuits after Wiſdom. 
For when once the Reſtraints of 
Humility are broken through, and 
a Torrent of Pride is let looſe upon 
them, it ſoon overwhelms their 


| Reaſon,and extinguiſhes handle 
| of the # 

that Light that was ſent them 
from Heaven to guide them in 
their Way thither: And thither 
it will not fail to guide them, 
ſo long as it burns with a diſcreet 
ſober Flame; but if they ſuffer 
their Vanity to ſtir it up into 
| wild unnatural Flaſhes; oppoſing 
it to the Light of Revelation, it 
| dazles their Eyes, and like an /g- 
nis fatuus leads them they know 
not whither, from Error to Er- 
| ror, till they drop into Perdition. 


ord ſet up in their Heart, 


No ſooner have they taken it 


into their Heads that their Reaſon 
is an adequate Meaſure of allTruth 
and Falſhood, but they fix a Mark 


of 


To The Folly of OppoJing Natural 

of Nonſenſe and ContradiQion up. 
on every Thing that comes not 
within the Comprehenſion of that 
narrow Meaſure. Myſteries they 
will not allow to have any other 
Being than what they receive from 
Enthufiaſm and a heated Imagi- 
nation, becauſe they will not bend 
to the Idol of their Reaſon they 
have ſet up, which, with all its 
pretended Sharpneſs of Sight, like 
other Idols, has Eyes but ſees not. 
They engroſs the whole Senſe of 
Mankind to themſelves, allowing 
nothing to be Current but what 


bears their Impreſs; arrogating tl 


the ſpecious Title of Free-Think: 
ers, as if it were Servizude to be- 
lieve what God has told them. 
And indeed in their frequent uſe Þ 
of the Words, Common-lenſe and 
Underſtanding, tho' with falſe and 
ſometimes no Ideas at all annex d 
to them, does their chief Policy 
conſiſt, which has prevented theF 

whole]! N 
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whole Fabrick of Pree-Thinking 
from ſinking long ago into nothing. 
For their continually repeated 
Cant of the Impoſition of believ- 
ing things contrary to Common- 
ſenſe; of the natural Rights of 
Mankind to believe and underſtand 
d for themſelves; of freeing Men 
y from the Yoke of Authority in 

Matters of Salvation, and the like, 
e vill cafily meet with the Appro- 
. bation of Libertines, who are glad 
of finding ſuch a Refuge, mean as 
8 lit is, to ſcreen them from the Re- 
at ſtraints of Religion. And then 
17 their uſual Method of inſinuating 
to the World, that they are the on- 
e. ly Men of Senſe and Learning, is 
n. ſo artfully adapted to that Paſſion 
ſe in Man that delights moſt to be 
1d flatter'd, that it is no wonder it 
gains Proſelytes to their Party, as 
long as there are Men that would 
be thought Wiſe, and have not 
Merit enough to be thought ſo 
0 ber Way. Hence 


— . an a. 2. 9. 
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"Hence it is, that this Infidel I pr 
Set of Men are able to boaſt of their | thi 
Numbers, tho' they are at this De 
time, in the Face of the Sun, at- nit 
tempting to Scoff us out of our the 
Salvation: For what is it leſs than I th: 
this, to ridicule our Faith in the I /e/ 
adorable Trinity as a piece of Ab- Ve 
e's + and Contradiction; that 
ery Faith, which alone is pro- do 
| Pounds by its great Author as nel 
neceſſary to put us into a State of | Jecl 
Salvation *. E 
In order therefore to undeceive ; 
. ſuch of their Votaries as may have 
been unwarily perſuaded to deny 
this Fundamental of Chriſtianity, M « 
through the popular Arts of decry- 
ing it as inconſiſtent with the na- 
tural Notions of the Mind, and 
unworthy the Aſſent of a rational #4 
Creature, it is the Defign of my | 25 
* j G 
* Vid. var 28. 19. r * ee 16.16. nit) 
Vid. & Bp. Bull's Judicium Eccleſ. Cath. de Neceſji- dict 


tate Cr 22 Te. contra Epiſcopium. | 
preſent 
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preſent Diſcourſe to ſhew, that 
theſe Oppoſers of the Catholick 
Doctrine of the ever Bleſſed Tri- 
nity have not that Reaſon on 
their ſide that they boaſt of, and 
that however Profe//mg them- 
ſelves wo be Wiſe, they are become 
| Fools, 

t And this I ſhall endeavour to 
do by evincing the Unreaſonable- 
s neſs and Falſhood of their Ob- 
fJecting againſt that Doctrine, 


eFH, That it is Abſurd and 

e Contradictory to Mae; : 

L AN 

Secondly, Unintelligible, or a- 
bove the Comprehenſion of 
our Reaſon. 


| Firſt then, I am to evince the 
Falſhood and Unreaſonableneſs of 
| Charging the Doctrine of the Tri- 
[nity with Abſurdity and Contra- 
| diction, 
| 8 - The 


'3 
44 
K 


4. The Folly of Oppoſing Natural 
The old exploded Charge of the 


One God; 


Nonſenſe and Abſurdity of Be- 
lieving the Exiſtence of One God- 


head in Three Perſons 1s newly re- 
vived with ſuch Noiſe and Inſo- 


lence, as would reaſonably make 


2 Stranger to this Controverſy 
conclude, either that we never 
had, or were never able to produce 
any thing in Anſwer to it; or at 


leaſt that our Adverſaries had 
found out ſome irrefragable Argu- 
ment to ſupport it. But unleſs 


their confident Aſſertion ſhall be 
allow d to paſs for Argument, they 


have hitherto produc'd none, nor 


is it poſſible they ever ſhould. For 


how often have they been told, 


that we do not affirm Three to be? 
One, or One Three in the ſame re- 
ſpect: we do not maintain thatÞ 
Three Perſons are One Perſon, but 
or that One God is 
Three Gods, but Three Perſons.] 
They very. well know likewiſe : 
that. 
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e that the Three Perſons in the Tri- 
. nity are not ſo underſtood by us 
J. to be Three, as three Men are 
three Perſons . So that nothing 


C- 

in this Doctrine can ever be proy'd 

e repugnant to the Principles of 
'y | Human Underftanding. 

er If there have been any, who 
ce | chrough an indiſcreet Zeal in mag- 

at nifying this Myſtery, have repre- 

14 Þ ſented it in ſuch Terms as ſeem to 

u. imply a Contradiction; This ought 

>; | not to affect the Doctrine of the | 


Catholick Church, but only that 


Al | of thoſe particular Writers. 

of Though after all, it may not 
"or perhaps be ſo eaſy, as is ordinarily 
Id, believed, for one of the greateſt 
be | Logical Abilities to infer with 


: certainty from the molt accurate 
| Rules of Human Reaſoning about 


EET n 
ä 
: — _ 


1s * Tamen cum quaritur, quid Tres, magna prorſus 
127 humanum laborat Eloquium. Dittum eſt ta- 
men Tres Perſonz, non ut illud diceretur, fed ne ta- 
; | ceretur. Auguſt. de Trin. I. 5. 9 | 
| Ls, 7 the 
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the Nature of Contradictions, 
what may truly be ſaid to be a 
Contradiction to the Mode of a 
Spiritual, eſpecially the Divine 
Being: Seeing the utmoſt Know- 
ledge we can pretend to of Imma- 
terial Subſtance (except that it 
barely exiſts) is only Negative, 
that is, that its Properties bear no 
Reſemblance, nay are contrary to 


_ thoſe with which we ſee Matter 


inveſted ; and yet from Material 
Properties only, are our Notions 
of Contradiction drawn. This I 
couid wiſh our Adverſaries would 
allow its due Conſideration, before 
they preſume to deliver them- 
ſelves ſo dogmatically about Im- 
poſſibilities, and Contradictions 
to the Nature of an Object, which 
1s 10 widely different from, and ſo 
Infinitely out of the reach of the 
common Notices of the Mind, as 
the Great Creator of the Univer lc 
undeniably is. 


But 


E tavir 


E Diſc 
= 
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But if a Trinity of Perſons in 
the Godhead carries with it that 
| Inconfiſtency with our Natural 
| Reaſon, as is pretended, how 
b comes it to have been admitted 
into the ancient Perſian, Chal- 
1 and Egyptian Theology * > 
| Whence is it that many of the 
} Wiſer, and more Speculative Hea- 
then Philoſophers, as Pythagoras 
and Plato t, have not only enter- 
tain'd it, but (as the very learned 
Author of the Intellectual Sy/lem 
I/ zhe Univerſe obſerves *) have 
d been ſo fond of the Hypotheſis, 
eas to make it a main Fundamen- 
tal? Either thoſe great Men did 


R 


2— — WW 


Bk Vid. Cudworth? $ Intellectual Syſt. Chap. 4. 
E Kidder's Meſſias, Vol. 2. 

: + That the later Platoniſts have corrupted the an- 
| cient Platonick Trinity, as receiv d by Plato aud 

[ 15 Genuine Followers, Dr. Cudworth has 1a; gely 

prov d in the 4th. Chap. of his Intellect. Syſt. wherein 

| takes Occaft on to confute the groſs Miſtake of Pe- 

| tavius in aſſerting , that Arius was a genuine 
See of Platos. 

LEE 627. ufd. His Preface to the Reader, 


not 


18 The Folly of Oppoſing Natu ral 


not, with all the Wit and Pene- 
tration they were ſuch admir d 
Maſters of, diſcover the Abſurdity 
of this Notion, or, if they did, 
they muſt have been ſtrangely 
fond of impoſing an Abſurdity 
upon their own Underſtandings, 
eſpecially when it could have been 
no way conducive to the Promo- 
tion of their ſecular Deſigns, but 
would rather have expoſed them 
to the Ridicule of the other Secs; 
when it could not have been ob- 
ligatory upon them from any Re- 
velation; and which they were 


wholly at their own Liberty of 


embracing or rejecting, whether 
they learn'd it immediately from 
the Jews, who had the ſtrongeſt 
Intimations of it in their Law, 
or from the Keyptians who had 
the Tradition from them : for 
that it 1s not diſcoverable by the 
the Light of Reaſon will not be 
diſputed by our Adverſaries. 


How 
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How comes it to paſs likewiſe 
that the wiſer and more learned of 
| the ancient Jews could not find 
out the Contradiction of the My- 
1 | ſtery of the Trinity ? which they 
f receiv d without any Reluctance 
| q of their Reaſon, tho the Tempta- 
tions they lay under to reject it 
j | were ſtronger than any Infidel that 
| | calls himſelf a Chriſtian, can pre- 
n tend to. For firſt, it was not ex- 
preſly reveal d in their ſacred Wri- 
> tings: And then the Term Jeho- 
- vah, by which God was pleaſed to 
e convey the Idea of Himſelf in a 
»f W particular Manner to them, de- 
noted Unzzy, in contra-diſtinaion 
n to the Plurality of the Elohim, by 
it which He was made known in the 
v, Beginning. 
d And that the Jews of Old did 
or entertain a Notion of the Trinity 
e (however their Poſterity have in 
de Þ this Point departed from them) 
Fs Very evident from the Abocry- 
W ; phal 
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phat Books, which are allowed to 
contain the traditional Interpre. 
tation of their Prophets, from the 
Expoſition of the Chaldee Para- 
phraſts, and from the ancient 
Jewiſh Doctors, particularly PHilo, 
and the Author of the Zohar *. 
Now who would not think this 
Conſideration alone ſufficient to 
check the Vanity and Arrogance 


—— —— 


* The Cenſure paſs'd upon this Book by the In- 
genious Author of Reflections upon Learning, dies 
uot invalidate its Teſtimony in the preſent Caſe ; jor 
unleſs it could appear to have been a Forgery of the 

_ Chriſtians, which it was never ſuſpected of, and 
which he does not pretend to prove, it muſt always be 
a ftanding Evidence, that the Doctrine of the Trinity 
was an ancient. Jewiſh Cabbala. --IWhat Reaſon 
that Judicious Gentleman had for affirming, that 
the Zohar can be of no Uſe to any, being only a 
Heap of Cabaliſtical Niceties, I know not, ſeeing 
it has been made uſe of with Succeſs, in the Diſpute 
with the modern Fews, about this very Article cf the 
Trinity. --What Efteem Maimonides himſelf had 
for this venerable Piece of Antiquity, and what La- 
bour and Coſt have been lately, and are ſtill employ d 
about it, by the Learned of the preſent Age, ſee 
Phoſphorus Orthodoxz Fidei, e Teſtimonia 
de SS. Trinitate ex pervetuſto Libro Zohar, C 
Publiſh'd by Norrellius, 1720. wy f * 
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of our modern Unbelievers, That 
in a Controverſy even as the 

| themſelves have referr'd it to the 
| Determination of Common-ſenſe, 
even here, the Judgment of Men 
of the greateſt Sagacity and Learn- 
ing among Heathens, Jews, and 
8 Chrifians runs plainly againſt 
z | them 7 
How appoſitely therefore may 

- Þ an inſolent Scoffer at our Faith 
be addreſs d in thoſe elegant Words 
„of Eliphaæ in Job * Art thou the 
rat Man that was born ? or was? 
„bhou made before the Hills? ha# 
i, WW hou heard the Secret of God? and. 
doi thou reSirain Wiſdom to thy 
eil? what knowet thou that we 
in; WP know not? what underftandest 
ve hon which ig not in us? with us 
are both the Gray-headed, and 
very aged Men, much elder than 
thy Father, whether Arins, Soce_ 
ung, or whoever of their Refiners, 
| * Chapt. 15. Ver. 7. &c. ; 


C What 


CES 
— 


= ES 


— RR — < 
TE — — q 2 
— E 


ara = _% — — —_ —_ 
a _— — —_— = » 
= OO 


_ . — 


— 


1 3 
— — 


is 
x 
In. 
5 
29 
* 
At 
2% 
1 4 
o ' 7 
"IS! 
F\ ee 
1 
i 
pt & 
13 
LE. \ 
o FLAY 
„ Z 
8: 
7 
" £ Ys 
M. 
4 o Fay. 
at 
H 
4:7 
. 
N 
* | {$0 
1 
11 
11 
115 
/ 13 
1 
p 7 
q = 
it 
1 
14 
N 
"It: 
1 
1 1 5 
14 
g 95 
. 1 
17 
19 's 
7 
. 45 
THE 
1 
1 17 
75 1 
1 
1 7 
4 0 
4 4 
1 
LH 4s 
1 E 
5 +7 
ry 00 
29s; 
8 
178 
* " 
44 
3=+ 
n a v 
N 
Tran 
4 33 
4 44 
N 
' * 5 
. 

— bs) 

1 ne © 

on £0; 

l #1 oF 
+ OFF 

ei 
22 + | 

1-144 
1 

18 i 

: Ty: 1 

r ' 17 
.. 1 

. 14 . 1 

11 ht 

l Rh 

. 

f $7 
11 
Na 

ine 

in 
2” 7 

5 U * 8 

g : | 

+ $ Rh 

ALY 
* ; 
416 ih 

4 

44! 
* 15 
1 

Wiz) 
$4 
10 
1 
9 
; 

1 


— 


* 

e 
—— — ˙——— 
——— — — 


vw Sg 
2 —— i 


22 The Folly of Oppoſmg Natural 


What has been faid is ſufficient 
to ſhew the Falſhood and Vanity 


of charging the Chriſtian Faith 
with Impoſſibility and Contra- 
_ diction. And, to do our Adver- 


faries Juſtice, I am inclin'd to 
think it hardly poſhble for them, 
amidſt the loud Profeſſion of fo 


much Wiſdom, to have offer'd fo 


groundleſs and weak an Objection 
againſt the Doctrine of the Holy 
Trinity, as its being Contradictory 
to Reaſon, had not the ſame 
Doctrine been allowedly above our 
Reaſon, and conſequently deſtru. 
tive of their main Principle, the 
Selt-ſufficiency of Human Under- 
ſtanding. For, to be above Rea- 
ſon, is, in conſequence of that! 
Principle, to be agaznf7 Reaſon; : 


and not to be throughly under- tha 
| ſtood, is the ſame thing as not] thi 


to Be. Which brings me to the ; 
Second Thing 1 propoted , which ; 
was to confider | 


Secondly, # 


5 


3 
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F 33" The Unreaſonableneſs 
and Folly: of charging the Tri- 
nity with being Unintelligible, 
or not within the Comprehen- 
ſion of our Underſtanding, as a 
ſufficient Objection ag Sainſt the 
Belief of it. 


If it be evident that the only 


Object of our Senſes is Matter, 
and that the Underſtanding hath 
its ultimate Foundation upon the 
| Senſes; it is as evident that our 
Intellectual Faculties muſt be ſo 
confined in their Operation to 
this Material World, that we can- 
not (as I obſerv'd before) have a 
poſitive and clear Conception of 
any thing Immaterial as ſuch, but 
that it exiſts. So that even in 
this ſenſe, he 2whole Heavens are 
| the Lord's, the Earth only hath 
he given to the Children = Men , 


| Joying hitherto ſhall their Reaſon 
C-2 come, 
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come, but no further, and here ¶ of 
Hall its pride be ſtayed. b 
As therefore it is no juſt Ob. 
jection againſt the Exiſtence of an 
{[mmaterial World, becauſe we 
cannot underſtand bow it exiſts; 
why ſhould it be objected againlt do 
the Belief of the Exiſtence of the Þ ho! 
Divine Immaterial Being in Three ſou 
Perſons, becauſe we cannot under- Þ By 
ſtand, or explain the Manner oi the 
that Exiſtence? Here then the 
Arian Charge amounts to no more 
than this, That the Orthodox are 
the moſt Unreaſonable Men in the 
World, in not underſtanding what 
18 impoſſible for them, whilſt 
cloath'd with Fleſh and Blood, to 
underſtand. 
When we are fo often call'd mu 
upon by the Arian Writers, not] poſ 
to receive the Doctrine of the and 
Trinity blindly without wnder- ed e 
Szanding it, tis plain they do not Jas: 
mean underſtanding the bare my tho 
| 5 
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of the Words in which that Do- 
ctrine is expreſs'd; for what a 
profound Diſcovery had it been 
to tell us, we ought to underſtand 
what we mean by any Propoſition 
we aſſent to, that is, we ought to 
do what we can t help doing; for 
how can we yield an Aſſent to the 
E found of Words without Ideas? 
Buy underſtanding therefore (1 ſay) 
i Þ they cannot deſign the Apprehen- 
e ion only of what is meant by the 
e Words [ Three Perſons in One 
e © Godhead |] but ſuch a Knowledge 
e 
1 


of the Nature of the Myſtery it 
ſelf, as ſhall be conformable to the 
ſt Laws of Human Under gtanding. 
Nov in order to underſtand the 
Trinity in this ſenſe (and this they 
muſt mean, or nothing to the pur- 
poſe) we mult apply our Ideas 
and Conceptions, which are found- 
ed on the Properties of Matter, 
Jas a Rule to try the Truth of 
| thoſe Ideas which God has reyeal'd 
; to 
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to us of the Mode of his own Im- 
material Being. And yet if this 
Rule be allow'd to be adequate, 
it muſt follow that God is Mate- 
rial. A Conſequence ſo Blaſphe- 
mous and Abſurd abundantly ex- 
poſes the Folly and Pride of pre- 
tending to underſtand, where the 
Natural Man 1s ſo far out of his 
Sphere, and where he has nothing 
to do but humbly to Believe. St. 
Thomas, Faithleſs as he was, did 
not demand the ſame ſenſible Con- 
viction of his Saviour's Divinity, 
as he did of his Humanity : But 
if he had, with the Unbelievers of 
our Time, been ſo unreaſonable, 
yet according to the fixed Order 
of Nature, He who was even 57 
Lord and his God could not have 
latisfy'd him. 

To al this may be farther added, 
That the aſſurance of any Truth 
upon the Evidences of Natural 
UnderSanding is not Belief but Þ 

 Know-fF 
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| Knowledge. Tis therefore by a 
new way of Reaſoning, that we 
are exhorted not to Believe the 
Trinity 2w27hout? ſuch Evidences, 
when Common-ſenſe will inform 
us, we cannot Believe it 2v27h 
them: for were it the Object of 
our Kuomuledge, it could not be 
5 © that of our Be/ief, to Know and 
- © Believe in the ſame reſpect being 
J 
d 
1 


a Contradiction in Terms; for 

ui has a Man Knows why does he 
„Vet Believe? So that the want of 
„ Natural Evidences, which is the 
t mighty Objection againdt, proves 
}f Þ to be an undeniable Argument for 
e, our Faith, confiderd as ſuch. 
er But it is not only impoſſible to 
i Þ reduce the Nature of the Trinity 
„e within the Limits of human Un- 
I derſtanding, but tis highly ſinful 
d, Þ and idolatrous to attempt it. How 
th many ſtrict Prohibitions has God 
al given in the Law and the Prophets, 
ut Þ en making any Likeneſs of 


Him- 
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Himſelf? And. that there might 
not be the leaſt Temptation to 
this Sin, or Shadow of excule for 
it when committed, He tells his 
People more than once, that they 
. ſaw no manner of S$imilitude when 
He gave them the Law in Mount 
Ebreb:; and charges them there- 
fore to tale heed leaſi they corrupt. 
ed themſelves by making 7he Like- 
ueſs of any thing to worſhip it“. 
Now he that forms to himſelf a 
Notion of: the Mode of God's Ex- 
iſtence agreeable to the Ideas he 
has received from any thing with- 
in our Natural Syſtem, witha de- 
ſign to make it the Object of his 
Worſhip, is as I guilty of 
Idolatry, as if he had hew'd him- 
ſelf a God out of zh Stock of a 
Tree. Nor is it any Objection 
that this Idolatry is only Ideal, 
for with God, who is an Obſeryer 
of Thoughts as well as Actions, 


Vid. Deut. 4. 


there 
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t there is no difference between ſet- 
ting up an Image in the Temple 
r of the Heart, and a Carved one in 
5 a Temple made with hands. 
Y Thus have I endeavour to ſhew 
n | the Unreaſonableneſs of Charging 
the Trinity with being unintelli- 
- © gible, or not within the compre- 
is | henfion of our Underſtanding, as 
a a ſufficient Objection againſt the 
| Belief of it. And unreaſonable as 
a this Charge is, it is the great 
wa +995; of the whole Anti- 
Trinitarian Scheme. For it 1s 
f the idle Attempt of bringing the 
Trinity in Subjection to their Un- 
» derſtanding, that has put Men 
of upon new modelling that Myſte- 
ry, under the colour of reducing 
4 it from the Explication of the 
n Shoots to the Scripture- Doctrine 
l, Jof it. Inſtead of Three Perſons in 
er One Godhead, which has nothing 
— | Abfurd! in it, they have ſubſtituted 
- the 
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the higheſt Abſurdity, by making 
at leaſt Two Diſtinct Gods; for 
they ſeem not to be yet agreed 
whether they ſhall allow the Holy 
Ghoſt to be God, it being ſo late. 
ly affirm'd by an Arian Writer, 
that 7here ig no Text of Scripture 
wherein the Word God denotes the 
1 of the Holy Ghost. 

That they are ſenſible of the 
Weight of this Objection of a Plu- 
rality of Gods 1n their Scheme, 1s 
ſeen, by their endeavouring to 
caſe their own Shoulders of this 
Burden they are ſo unable to bear, 
and to lay it upon the Scriptures; 
the ſame Writer telling us, 7 His 
Objeftion is not again/? them, but 
againſt the Evangeliſi aud the A. 
pole, meaning St. . and St. 
* f. 


* Via. Reply to Dr. Waterländ- Defenſe of i 
Queries. P. 433. 1 
=, P. 197. and 195, bs 427. 


ij 
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Wiſe Men theſe! who to avoid 


a Difficulty with which our Faith 
cannot but be attended, have ex- 


plain d it at length by evaſive Di- 
ſtinctions and er 5 much 
Art and Pains, into a downright 
| Impoſlibility. So true is what 1 
hinted at above, that, however it 
may ſeem a Paradox, it is not ſo 
eaſy a Matter as is imagined, to 
| become a Fool : It often requires a 
skill in Criticiſm, a Subtilty in 
Diſputing, and a Reſolution to 
| ſtand it out againſt all Conviction. 
There muſt ſometimes be exercis d 
a a great deal of Exactneſs and Ni- 
cety in Araining at Gnals, to ar- 
rive to a Capacity of favallowing 
| Camels. 
1 ſhall conclude this Diſcourſe 


q Linh a Reflection or Two upon 
| what has been ſaid. And 


Fir, Tho' the Enemies of our 


| Faith boaſt themſelves to be the 


| Oracles of Reaſon, and Maſters of 
: D 2 Learn- 
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Learning, let not any one be de- 


luded by this Artifice to join him- 


ſelf unto them, in hopes of paſſing 
among the Number of the Wiſe, 
left thoſe yain hopes ſhould periſh, 
and ſo he loſe the very End he 
propoſed to himſelf by his Alliance 
with them. Let him. confider 
that to boa? of things without his 
Meaſure, by pretending to under- 
ſtand what can never be diſcover d 
by his Senſes, or any Deduction 
from them, is the readieſt Way 
to draw upon himſelf the Imputa- 
tion of Vanity, and conſequently 
leſſen that Eſteem that is always 
paid to ſound and humble Reaſon, 
and therefore ſound becauſe hum- 
ble: for 21h the lowly is Wiſdom, 


ſays Slomon , who could not be 


ignorant of the Nature of it. 
How extravagant and roman- 

tick an Attempt is it in Man to 

extend his 2 into the Ju- 


* Prov. 11. 2. 
vi ſible 


viſchle World, when there are a 
| Thouſand Things that offer them- 
ſelves to the daily Obſervation of 
his Senſes, which are ſo many in- 
vincible Proofs of his Ignorance in 
the Y7/2b/e! Tis no Blemiſh in a 
; Man's Underſtanding to be Igno- 
r rant of what comes not within the 
verge of its Notice, but not to be 
. | ſenſible of that Ignorance argues a 
real Weakneſs and Defect ; and is 
the fatal Source of the moſt de- 
ſtructive Errors and Hereſies that 
- have ever infeſted the Church. 
y | Secondly, Since the Arians owe 
8 | the Succeſs of their Hereſy in a 
, {© great Meaſure, to a ſpecious pre- 
1- © tence upon all Occaſions of making 
„ © uſe of their Reaſon and Under- 
e ſtanding, by this means infinua- 
ting either the Neglect, or Want 
1- ot it in others: Hence we may 
-0 © learn how neceflary it is, in order 
;- to put a Stop to their further Pro- 
; 8reſs, to lay 8 to the World 
le | e 
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the true Grounds and Foundation 
upon which they build ſuch un- 
common Pretenfions to Wiſdom, 
wherein their great Strength lieth, 
For when once the Vanity of theſe 
Pretenfions ſhall be duly expoſed, 
then will their Strength go from 
them, and they ſball become weak 
and be like any other Men. For if 
our Faith Hand not in the Wiſdom 


* 
92 


of Men, as the Apoſtle ſays *, hut ten 
in the Power of God, What has of 
the Wiſe, What has the Diſputer ¶ bol 
of this World to do with it? The #7 
Exerciſe of natural Reaſon is here I 
out of its proper Sphere of Action, I toe 
and degenerates into Folly. This Nef. 
Method of proceeding would per- {cet 


haps ſoon bring this Controverſy 
to a Period, as reducing it into a 
narrower Compaſs; and ftriking © an 
at the True Root of it. e 

Laſ/tly, There are amongſt us Þ [tats 
who affect a falſe Moderation, and Wer. 


T7. 


1 Cor. 2. 1 
In- 
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| Indifference in their Behaviour; 
and therefore exert not themſelves 
| with the Zeal that they ought 
| againſt our Adverſaries, for fear 
of being accounted Men of Heat 
and Violence. It would become 
| ſuch. to conſider, that they may 
he Angry and /in not; nay they 
may, and certainly do fin, not to 
be Angry, when ſuch bold At- 
tempts are making upon the Life 
| of Chriſtianity, as, / Men ſhould 
hotd their Peace, the Stones would 
e © immedatately cry out. 

2 Let thoſe likewiſe who are apt 
„ to entertain a favourable Opinion 
i; Jof Afrianiſin, upon account of the 
-. ſeeming Sincerity of its Profeſſors, 
7 conſider, that allowing their Sin- 

| cerity to be real, yet the beſt that 

can be ſaid of them is, that they 
are ſincere Infidels, fincere Apo- 
ſtates to the Faith in which they 
were Baptiz d. Beſides, if Sin- 
cerity be never admitted as a Plea 
; for 


z ͤ ͤꝶ[—J— TEIN 
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for Immorality , it will be diffi 


cult to aſſign a ſatisfactory Reaſon 


why it ſhould for Infidelity; fince 
both alike owe their Origine, not 
to a Weakneſs of Underſtanding, 


but to a Depravity of Will. To 


it with God, whether He 


really exiſts in ſuch a manner as 
He has thought fit to Reveal him- 


ſelf, can never be excuſed by the 


londeft Proteſtations of Sincerity, 


from the daring Impiety of Re- 


plying against Ged, and expoſtu- 
lating with Him why He hath Re- 


veal'd Himſelf Thus. 


Who art thou O Man, Teng: vain- 


ly ſtretcheſt out thy hand againſt 


God t Saviour, by laughing to 
ſcorn the Belief of His Divinity 


Whereas Feſus Christ, That Stone 


which the Builders of old rejefted, 
and falling upon, were broken, is 
the ſame Teflerday, to Day, and 


for Ever, infinitely aboye the 


weak Efforts of thy Malice, And 
yet 


Err 8 — 
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yet the ſame Corner /lone of the 


| Chriſtian Church, are the Wiſe 


Builders of our Days attempting 
to throw down, not reflecting that 


on whomſoever it ſhall fall, it will 
| grind him to Powder. 


| Now „ Zo the Eternal and Ever- 


Bleſſed Trinity , Father , Son, 
and Holy-Ghoſt, Three Perſons 
and One God, be Glory, Do- 
minion, and Adoration for ever 

and ever. Amen. 
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